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HENRY DODWELL. 223 
HENRY DODWELL.* 
THE latest and most authoritative writer on the Non- 
jurors tells us, in effect, that Henry Dodwell was so 
eccentric that he might have been set down as an Irish- 
man, but for the fact that his English extraction is proved 
by decisive evidence.' The earlier part of this remark 
is sufficiently flippant: for the eccentricities of Dodwell- 
which were many-were the eccentricities, not of an 
Irishman, but of a book-worm. The latter part, how- 
ever formally correct, is misleading. It is as difficult 
to prove as to disprove that Henry Dodwell had Celtic 
blood in his veins: but his ancestors for at least two 
generations, at a time when a generation counted for 
much, had lived in Ireland and counted it their home. 
His mother's father, Sir Francis Slingsby, had in early 
life left his father's house at Scriven' in Yorkshire to 
fight Elizabeth's battles under Sir George Carew. Soon 
after the war was over he settled down, acquired pro- 
perties in the Counties of Limerick and Cork, and 
married an Irish wife. This lady was Elizabeth, 
*This paper contains the substance of an address delivered in 
the Chapel of Trinity College, Dublin, on Trinity Monday, 1913. 
It is largely based on Francis Brokesby's Life of Mr. Henry 
Dodwell, London, 1715. I have not thought it necessary to refer 
to that work in all cases in which I have made use of the informa- 
tion which it supplies. 
1J. H. Overton, The Non-jurors, their Lives, Principles and 
Writings, London, 1902, p. 230. Dr. Overton states that Dodwell's 
parents "returned to England when their son was only seven years 
old," though there is no evidence that they had ever before been 
in England; and he ignores the fact that they had obviously no 
intention of remaining in England longer than was necessary. 
He assumes also that his uncle, Dr. Henry Dodwell, was an 
Englishman by birth and training as well as by extraction. But 
see below, note 25. 3 Scriven Park is a mile north of Knaresborough. 
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daughter and co-heiress of Hugh Cuffe,3 who had 
received a grant of Cuffswood, Co. Cork, in 1587.' One 
of Sir Francis Slingsby's daughters was married to Sir 
' Sir Francis Slingsby was the ninth son of Sir Francis Slingsby 
of Scriven, and was born in 1569 (Diary of Sir Henry Slingsby of 
Scriven, Bart., ed. D. Parsons, London, 1836, p. 407). He served 
under Sir George Carew in Munster, I59gg-6oz (Brokesby, 
p. 7 ff. and Pacata Hibernia as there referred to). Since his 
eldest child Mary was thirteen years old in I617 (Diary I.c.), he 
must have married Elizabeth Cuffe not later than 1603, in 
which year she was nineteen years of age. Sir Francis 
appears to have lived in Ireland till at least 1648. He 
held various offices there under James I. and Charles I. 
(Adventurers' Certificates, P.R.O., xxviii., 59), and had 
a pension charged on the Irish Revenue, 1621-1638 (Act of 
Settlement Papers, P.R.O., vol. D., pp. 342, 384). He was 
certainly in Ireland when he wrote his will (proved 1652; original 
among the Prerogative Wills, copy in Dublin Grant Book, 
P.R.O.), dated 12 Oct., 1641. It appears from his will that he 
had acquired lands in South Milltown, in the barony of Lower 
Connello, Co. Limerick, and in Moyge, in the barony of Orrery 
and Kilmore, Co. Cork, and that he also obtained property through 
his wife-all of which he left to his second son, Sir Henry 
Slingsby. After his deatn Sir Henry was "transplanted" to 
Connaught by the Parliamentarian Government. A petition was 
presented, in July, 1663, on his behalf to the King by 
" the whole family of the Slingsbys," representing that 
his claim both to the lands assigned to him in Con- 
naught and to his "paternal estate" was disputed, so 
that he was "like to lose" both, and praying that he 
might be restored to the latter (Act of Sett. Paps. D, 203). 
The petition was granted, and a decree issued accordingly, 
17 August, 1663. In various references to this decree (Adven- 
turers' Certificates, iv. 26, 61; xi. 26, 57; xviii. 48) about 20 
different denominations are mentioned, of which 14 can be 
identified with denominations in the grant to Hugh Cuffe. It 
thus appears that the estate to which he was restored was his 
mother's share of Cuffswood. He also had a confirmation of his 
father's land in South Milltown, 17 May, 1667 (ib., xviii. 59). 
Ultimately, however, he lost his Munster estate, and (22 June, 
1678) got a decree for lands situated for the most part in the 
barony of Tiaquin, but partly in the barony of Kilconnell, Co. 
Galway, in part compensation therefor (Connaught Certificates, 
P.R.O., iii. 54). 
Fiants of Elizabeth, no. 5066. 
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Francis Willoughby, who was an Irish Privy Coun- 
cillor and Governor of Galway in 1641;' another, by name 
Elizabeth, to William Dodwell, the father of him whom 
we commemorate to-day. 
There were numerous families of Dodwell in Ireland in 
the early years of the seventeenth century, owners of 
property in Dublin, Galway, Westmeath, Roscommon, 
Sligo, and elsewhere. From them, it would seem, a 
fair number of youths found their way to Trinity College. 
In 1626 two Dodwells, William and John, were elected 
scholars.7 It is possible that the former may have been 
the William Dodwell who has just been mentioned. And 
one of them was probably the Sir Dodwell, junior, who 
in 1630 was severely punished for having made arrange- 
ments to fight a duel, and in the following year for less 
serious offences.8 A third-Edward Dodwell-was 
among the scholars of 1637." And, finally, there is 
evidence that a Henry Dodwell, a first cousin of the 
Henry with whom we are concerned, was on our roll 
in the fateful year 1641.1- 
All the Irish Dodwells appear to have descended from 
one Henry Dodwell, a clergyman, who came to this 
5Carte, Life of Ormonde, 1736, i. 168. 
'Elizabeth Slingsby was married in 1634, being then twenty 
years of age (Life of Lady Falkland and Memoir of Father Francis 
Slingsby, London, i861, p. 2Io; Diary of Sir H. Slingsby, p. 417). 
7Particular Book of Trinity College, Dublin, ed. J. P. Mahaffy, 
f I99. 
SCollege Register. 
*Ibid. 
10This was Henry Dodwell, of Athlone, Pole Cosby's father-in- 
law, son of John (not Henry, as Pole Cosby states), by his 
wife Mary Pennocke. (See John Dodwell's Will, Dublin Wills, 
1652). Henry must have been very young in 164I; for John 
Dodwell's other children were all considerably under twenty years 
of age in 1652. He died in 17o6, having married (i) Lettice 
Cuffe in July, 1663 (Licence in Dublin Grant Book), who was 
killed by an explosion at Athlone in 1697; and (2) Katherine 
Ormsby in January, 1698-9. Mary, daughter of the latter, mar- 
ried Pole Cosby 9 Feb., 1727-8. Autobiography of Pole Cosby 
in Journal of Kildare Archaeological Society, v. i75, 258 ff. 
D 
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country in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, made his home 
at Killian in the County Galway, and died in 16oo.u 
I find mention of another Henry Dodwell, clerk, of 
Killian, who in the year 1632 laid claim, without success, 
to certain lands in the neighbourhood of Athlone.? He 
was probably a son of the original settler, and was almost 
certainly grandfather of our Henry; and the Rev. George 
Dodwell, who signed a remonstrance against the disuse 
of the Prayer Book in August, 1646, may have been 
one of his sons.'3 William Dodwell, eldest son 
1 This statement I take from a pedigree of the Dodwell family 
kindly lent me by R. St. George Robinson, Esq. I have not 
found contemporary evidence of it. 
"2Repertory of Chancery Decrees, P.R.O., ii. 88, dated 23 
June, 1632. 
13From a document enrolled among the Decrees of Innocents, 
P.R.O. (x. 6o), we learn that a certain Henry Dodwell, of Killian, 
purchased various lands in the counties of Sligo and Roscommon 
during the period I7 June, 1632-12 October, 164i. This must 
be the Rev. Henry Dodwell, of Killian, who had the Chancery 
suit in June, 1632. Now, the document states that he died in 
1650; that his son and heir, William, succeeded to his property, 
but died the same year; and that Henry, son and heir of 
William, got a decree for the same property (782 acres: Act of 
Settlement Papers, D. 287) from the Commissioners under the 
Act of Settlement on 14 May, 1663. When we remember that 
our Henry's grandfather was a clergyman; that his eldest son 
(and presumably his heir) was William Dodwell; that this 
William went to Ireland in I65o to "look after his estate " (which 
he would naturally do immediately after his father's death), and 
died there that year; that Henry the non-juror was his only 
surviving son (Brokesby, pp. 7 f., 12, 14, and cp. note 24 below); 
and that the bulk of this Henry's estate was in Co. Sligo (Will 
in Prerogative Court of Canterbury, Register Young, f. 126), 
there can be little doubt that our Henry was the grandson of 
Henry of Killian. The only difficulty in this supposition is the 
statement of Brokesby (p. 7) that our Henry's grandfather was 
the original settler. But, on the other hand, Brokesby does not 
seem to have had much knowledge of the history of the Dodwell 
family, and the statement that the original settler died in 16oo 
is of doubtful authority (see above, note ix). Pole Cosby's 
assertion that his grandfather's name was William (Journal of 
Kildare Archaeological Society, v. 258) is unworthy of considera- 
tion. He is hopelessly inaccurate. Cp. above, note io. The 
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of Henry Dodwell of Killian, was a cavalry officer 
who served under Ormonde before and after the rising 
of 1641. He married, as we have seen, Elizabeth 
Slingsby, and the only one of their children destined to 
survive infancy was born in Dublin at the end of October, 
1641." He was baptized in St. WVerburgh's Church, 
by the family name of Henry, on 4 November.'5 The 
infant was therefore Irish by birth. He was Irish also 
by descent, in the sense that he was sprung, with how- 
ever little of Celtic mixture, from families who had settled 
here under Queen Elizabeth, and whose property and 
interests lay in Ireland. He was as truly an Irishman 
as many another to whom it would be mere pedantry 
to deny the title. 
Before passing on it may be well to add another word 
about his mother's kinsmen. For young Dodwell, as we 
shall see, enjoyed the companionship of his father for 
little more than a couple of years. His mother's influ- 
ence upon him must have been infinitely greater. XVhat 
then were the political and ecclesiastical tendencies of 
her family ? Two facts will indicate them with sufficient 
clearness. 
Elizabeth Dodwell's first cousin, Sir Henry Slingsby 
was a noted adherent of the Stuarts. He was with 
administrators of the estate of Henry of Killian, were George and 
Mary Dodwell (probably his children), and they were still living 
in 1663. Now Pole Cosby tells us that our Henry had three 
uncles. The youngest of these was John (see above, note io), and 
the second Henry (below, note 25). Hence it may be concluded 
that the eldest of the three was the George just mentioned. Since 
George was not a common Christian name among the Dodwells it 
is scarcely rash to identify him with that George, who, with Henry 
Dodwell (of Killian?), signed the Remonstrance of 1646 (Church 
of Ireland Gazette, g May, 1913, p. 407). 14 The exact date is unknown. T. Hearne, Collections (Oxford 
Historical Society), iii. i81. That William Dodwell was serving 
under Ormonde-then Commander in Chief (Carte, i. 97)-is a 
natural inference from the fact that his son was born in Dublin. 
His arrears of pay for service in Ireland amounted at his death 
to s612 15s. 6d. (Applications for i649 Officers, P.R.O., ii. 22). U S. C. Hughes, Church of St. Werburgh, p. 94. 
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Charles I. at the field of Naseby, and thirteen years later 
he lost his head for complicity in royalist plots."6 
Again Elizabeth's eldest brother " betook himself " 
as his father states, " to a religious function." In plain 
words he joined the Roman Church and became a member 
of the Jesuit Order. He was therefore disinherited. 
But it was at his own request. To deny him his inheri- 
tance for such a cause, his father writes, was a thing 
" which without his desire and resignation I should not 
have done." 1 Such tolerance of Romanism does not 
bespeak a roundhead Protestant. 
It is plain that the earlier days of Henry Dodwell were 
passed in an atmosphere favourable to the development 
of anti-puritan conceptions in politics and religion. 
The infant made his entrance into life a week after 
the outbreak of the Great Rebellion. In conse- 
quence he and his mother remained for six years 
close prisoners in Dublin. His father does not 
seem, for the greater part of the time, to have 
been with them. Doubtless he was engaged in 
military service elsewhere. But he must have joined 
them in 1647. In that year William and Elizabeth 
Dodwell, with their child, set sail for England. They 
may be supposed to have been in the company of noble- 
men, gentlemen, and officers who were allowed to depart 
with Ormonde for Bristol, when Dublin was surrendered 
1"Dict. of Nat. Biography, lii. 375 f.; Diary of Sir Henry 
Slingsby. This Henry was the son of Sir Francis' brother Henry; 
and is not to be confused with his other nephew of the same 
name mentioned in his will, the son of Williamr Slingsby. The 
latter was Master of the Mint under Charles II. 
17Will. Francis Slingsby the younger lived in Dublin, but died 
abroad intestate (Dublin Grant Book, 1663). His younger 
brother, Henry, also became a Roman Catholic, and was "trans- 
planted" to Connaught on account of his religion. See the 
petition qf the Slingsby family in Act of Settlement Papers, 
vol. D., p. 203, and the Life of Lady Falkland, in which very 
interesting letters of Francis Slingsby and his father and mother 
may be read (pp. 207, 210o, 213). 
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to the Parliament."' To Bristol at any rate they went; 
and thence to London. After the execution of the King 
in January, 1649, they took up their abode at York, near 
the residence of Mrs. Dodwell's younger brother, Henry 
Slingsby." There Henry Dodwell, now in his eighth 
year, was put to school with a certain Mr. Wallis." 
When Mrs. Dodwell was settled in her new quarters 
her husband returned to Ireland " to look after his 
estate."" It was indeed time; for how the mother 
and her child managed to live is a problem. It was long 
since Ormonde's officers had received their pay, and no 
rents had come from Connaught since the war began. 
They must, indeed, have had some ready money, for 
Elizabeth Dodwell was able to indulge in the luxury of a 
"riding nag." But whatever they had was soon spent. 
Perhaps the nag proved rather costly; and perhaps 
Henry Slingsby made inroads upon their scanty capital. 
It is certain that four or five years later he owed his sister 
a3oo0. But William Dodwell's journey was fruitless. 
1650 was the year of the plague which deprived Trinity 
College of Provost Anthony Martin. And to the same 
disease Dodwell succumbed at Waterford. 
It now became necessary for Elizabeth Dodwell to 
cross the channel on a similar errand. She had, perhaps, 
an additional reason for undertaking the voyage, for 
about this time her father, Sir Francis Slingsby, also 
18 Carte, i. 603. Brokesby dates the voyage to England in 1648. 
But in such matters he is not always correct, and 1647 seems 
more probable. 
"Henry Slingsby must have been at this time living at York. 
But he does not appear to have had any property there. Scriven 
had descended to his cousin, the Henry Slingsby mentioned above. 
He was probably, like his sister, a refugee. 
'"According to Overton (Non-jurors, p. 230) he was the master 
of the Free School at York. 
" Cp. above, note 13. 
"2Elizabeth Dodwell's Will (original and copy among the 
Prerogative Wills P.R.O.). 
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died." Her brother, his father's heir and executor, 
accompanied or followed her; and in 1651, or early in 
1652, her orphan child was left alone, in the care of a 
family named Hinde. Worn out with sorrow and 
fatigue his mother fell into consumption, and about two 
years after her arrival in Ireland she followed her husband 
to the grave. Thus, about June, 1654, the boy was left 
penniless in the house of strangers." It is true that 
his mother had left him all that she possessed. But 
she seems to have had little to leave except estates 
which yielded no rent, and bonds that could not be 
realized. The Hindes, seeing no prospect of being paid 
for their trouble and expense, treated him, in the matter 
of food and clothing, much as Mr. Squeers treated his 
charges in the same region in a later century. He was 
reduced to borrowing pens and ink from his fellow-pupils 
to write his school exercises. 
From this position he was rescued by his father's 
younger brother, Henry, who held a living in Suffolk. 
He was himself so bad a manager of his affairs that he 
could scarcely make both ends meet, but he had some years 
earlier married a prudent wife;"' and he made a gcod use 
of the consequent improvement in his circumstances. He 
2 The last codicil to his will is dated 14 May, 1648. Adminis- 
tration was applied for 26 April, 1652. 
a"The dates are fixed thus. A note at the end of Slingsby's 
will (original) states that it was shown to Elizabeth Dodwell on 
18 May, 1652. Her will is dated 14 May, i654. The signature 
has ixdications that she was at the time in a state of great 
weakness; and she therefore probably died soon after. The 
will was in the process of being proved 23 December, I654. 
Brokesby says she died in her brother's house. He must therefore 
have been then living in Ireland. 
a2 Henry Dodwell, afterwards D.D., Rector of Hemley and New- 
bourne, third son of our Henry's grandfather (Brokesby, pp. 8, 
W6). Pole Cosby (who did not know his Christian name) tells 
us (1.c. p. 258) that he had property at Ballykerin in Westmeath 
'Ballykeeran, bar. of Brawny, or Ballaghkeeran, bar. of Kilkenny 
West?), and that he fled from the massacre of 1641, and was then 
kindly treated by a lady named Mary, whom he subsequently 
married. This agrees with known facts. In the Register of the 
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paid his nephew's bills, and gave him a home in his own 
house. Under his tuition the boy continued for another 
year the studies which he had begun in Mr. Wallis's 
school ; and at the end of 1655 he entered Trinity College."Y 
There is nothing that need cause surprise in the fact 
that Dublin rather than Oxford or Cambridge was 
selected as Henry Dodwell's University. That Ireland 
was to be his home was taken for granted. Very 
pathetic is the instruction in his mother's will about the 
one piece of her property which could be converted into 
money. "' I have alsoe a riding nag, portmantell and 
maine pillion, a side sadle and furniture with all things 
belongeing to the horse, with severall things els belonging 
to it; also the things that are not mentioned, these I 
desire to be sould for the use of my foresaid sonne against 
his comeing over." Thus she assumed that he would 
ere long return to Ireland. And if a Dodwell living in 
Ireland came to Trinity he would but follow the tradition 
of his kin. 
parish of Hemley there is an extract from the Register of New- 
bourne, the original of which is apparently lost, to the effect that 
Henry Dodwell, M.A., was admitted to the Rectory of Hemley, 
3 Nov., 1643, and to that of Newbourne, 20 Nov., 1645. The 
Register of Newbourne records the marriage of Henry Dodwell 
and Mlary Huish on 2 March, 1647-8. (Kindly communicated by 
the Rev. A. P. Waller, Rector of Hemley with Waldringfield). 
Since the marrying even of a "prudent" wife could hardly have 
produced a large increase of Dr. Dodwell's superfluous means, 
we may infer either that Mrs. Dodwell had a fortune of her own, 
or that his income was about this time augmented. Both sup- 
positions are probably correct; for Pole Cosby states that Dod- 
well's future wife "supported" him after his arrival in England, 
and that "he had his estate again" before his marriage. The 
latter assertion, indeed, can scarcely be strictly accurate; but 
rents may well have begun to come in from Ballykerin by 1654. 
It seems very probable that the Rector of Hemley was the Henry 
Dodwell, D.D., who was presented to the Deanery of Killala on 
7 July, 1664. He held with the Deanery the vicarage of Killian, 
and subsequently (1666) the precentorship of Elphin. He died 
in 1673 or early in 1674. See also Prefatory Note. 
6 Matriculation Book. 
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What is really surprising is that the most pronounced 
High-Churchman that Trinity College produced during 
the first century of its existence should have been an 
undergraduate at the time when the College was more 
completely dominated by Puritanism than at any other 
period in its history. 
And a further thought may occur to some of us. Must 
not the years that Dodwell spent in this Puritan College 
have been a time of utter misery for a sensitive youth, 
saturated with the principles of churchmanship and 
royalism ? If the lad who entered Trinity in 1655 at 
all resembled the man of later years it must have been 
impossible for him to submit to compromise in the sphere 
of religion, impossible to accommodate himself to 
untoward circumstances. How could he be happy in a 
society almost wholly composed of sectaries ? 
Now, from our scanty materials, it is not easy to con- 
struct a picture of life in Trinity College under the 
Protectorate. But in making the attempt we must take 
into account some facts which are readily overlooked. 
The College was closed in 165o; and when its gates 
were re-opened, two years later, its prosperity returned 
but slowly. In the eight years from 1652 to I659 only 
120 matriculations are recorded." The students cannot 
have been more than 8o or 90o in number when Dodwell 
took his degree; when he entered they were much fewer. 
Now in a society so small as this every forceful individual 
must have counted for much; and the contact of the 
Provost and fellows with the undergraduates must have 
been much closer than is possible now. It is important 
therefore to learn what we can of the more prominent 
men with whom Dodwell's lot was cast in his student 
days. 
First there was the Provost. Samuel Winter, it is 
true, was a Puritan, an Independent minister from 
2 Matriculation Book. I include in the number spaces left for 
names which were not filled in. 
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Yorkshire. But he was no ordinary Puritan. He was 
a strenuous advocate of infant baptism. That, indeed, 
may be thought to mean no more than that he was not 
an Anabaptist. But he went further. When he 
baptized he insisted on sponsors. He kept an accurate 
record of the names of the sponsors. And, Puritan 
though he was, he took care that the Anglican custom 
as to the number of sponsors should be observed. There 
is reason to believe that he commonly used the Order of 
Baptism contained in the Book of Common Prayer, or 
something like it, rather than the form in the Directory 
for Public Worship. He was in the habit, too, of signing 
the children with the Cross. And when he churched 
their mothers, as he often did, he certainly did not use 
the Directory, for it supplied no office for this purpose. 
He incidentally tells us that one of the churchings took 
place on Ascension Day-a festival the date of which 
it is strange that a Puritan divine should remember.* 
These facts may serve to indicate the tendency of 
Winter's ecclesiastical sympathies. 
Like-minded with the Provost was Samuel Mather, 
elected Senior Fellow in the year of Dodwell's matricu- 
lation, who acted as Winter's assistant in the Congrega- 
tional Chapel in which he ministered in Dublin. Henry 
Cromwell would have had him displace the episcopal 
ministers, first in Munster, and afterwards in Dublin. 
His answer to the request was significant: I am called 
" to preach the Gospel, not to hinder others from doing 
it." " 
Such men were not likely to deride, or to prohibit, the 
Anglican practices of a pious youth committed to their 
care. And I think we may believe that they were typical 
of the Nonconformists who found a home in Trinity 
College in the middle of the seventeenth century. Henry 
* The Register of Provost Winter (Parish Register Society of 
Dublin), p. 5 f. 
'W. Urwick, The Early History of Trinity College, Dublin, 
1892, p. 78. 
This content downloaded from 62.122.79.22 on Tue, 17 Jun 2014 15:03:21 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions
234 HENRY DODWELL. 
Dodwell might not be willing to accommodate himself 
to them: but surely they would accommodate themselves 
to him. 
And we must remember that there was at least one 
fellow who was not a Puritan. The pious and learned 
Dr. John Stearne, the founder of the College of Physi- 
cians, was a man of broad sympathies, and he was 
Dodwell's tutor." Winter never displayed more tact and 
good sense than when he placed the lad under his care. 
They had much in common, and they were bound to 
one another by mutual affection. Stearne soon per- 
ceived the ability of his pupil, and sought his aid in 
historical research: Dodwell's first literary venture, 
undertaken in fulfilment of Stearne's dying request, 
included a vindication of his tutor's orthodoxy." 
We may well believe that in the company of his books 
and a few elders such as these, and left free to form his 
own opinions as to politics and religion, Dodwell was 
quite happy. The rest of the Society would be to him 
as nothing, if only they left him undisturbed; for he 
was never prone to mingle with the crowd." 
But there is more than this to be considered. It would 
obviously be rash to assume that the opinions of a clever 
boy in his teens were unalterably fixed. It is possible, 
therefore, that Henry Dodwell, the undergraduate, was 
not so far removed from Puritanism as he came to be 
later on. And in fact we know that a great development 
in his practice, if not in his thought, took place after he 
received his degree. Early in i7io his friends tried to 
induce him to abate the rigour of his abstinence during 
Lent. His answer was, " Have I kept Lent these nine 
30Matriculation Book. On Stearne cp. J. P. Mahaffy, An 
Epoch in Irish Church History, p. 318 ff. 
3 Stearne, De Obstinatione, 1672, Prolegomena (by Dodwell), 
p. 2. According to Hearne (Collections, iii. 236) An Introduction 
to a Devout Life (translated from St. Francis de Sales, with 
Introduction) was Dodwell's first book: but it was published 
in 1673. 
32Cp. Hearne, Coil., iii. 234. 
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and forty years, and must I now leave it off ?" n What 
he meant by keeping Lent we shall learn presently. The 
point now is that his words prove that he began the 
practice in 1661. That was the year after the Restora- 
tion, when the Puritan r6gime had come to an end, and 
Jeremy Taylor was our Vice-Chancellor. Taylor knew 
and admired Dodwell," and we can hardly be wrong in 
concluding that the high churchmanship of his later life 
was in some measure due to his influence. 
Of Dodwell's undergraduate career we know little 
beyond the fact that he was a scholar of the house and 
that some of his papers convinced his biographer that 
he studied Philosophy and Logic with assiduity. But 
a younger contemporary who knew him then has written 
that " from his first entry he was known by all to have 
been the eminentist example for studiousness, piety, and 
all virtues which the University ever had: he lived in 
bare frugality, and gave the rest of his whole estate in 
charity to the needy, and in liberality to his relations."" 
The latter remark proves that by this time the property 
which he had inherited had begun to bring him an 
income. 
After the Restoration (26 May, 1662) he was elected 
fellow, and a year later he proceeded M.A." As a 
fellow he seems to have taken little part in the life of 
the College. Like the other Masters, of course, he read 
commonplaces in the Chapel; and Bishop Parker con- 
sidered them so good that he invited him to deliver them 
a second time in Elphin Cathedral.3 Thus this young 
layman, like a second Origen, preached in the 
presence of a Bishop. For a year, or perhaps 
two, he was lecturer to the Junior Sophister class," and 
83 Brokesby, p. 533. 
- Ibid., p. 23. 
5 Quoted by Brokesby, pp. 18, 525. 
" College Register. 
37If these are the "theses" mentioned by Hearne (ib., i. 210) 
he seems to have read one each year. 
3 College Register, 20 Nov., 1662. There is no record of thk 
officers appointed in 1663 
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he was a tutor, with the not very large chamber of three 
pupils.3" But he seems never to have held any other 
office in the University. It was, perhaps, as well. It 
is wiser that such men as he should be allowed to pursue 
their private studies rather than that they should be forced 
to undertake work for which a mere student is unfitted. 
In x666 Dodwell had the alternative of being ordained 
or resigning his fellowship."4 He chose the latter course. 
Of his reason for doing so there can be little doubt. Six 
years later he published a pamphlet consisting of two 
Letters of Advice. The first of them is addressed to a 
young man who proposed to take Holy Orders." It is 
so excellent that one is tempted to wish that it could be 
placed in the hands of all Divinity students. Its only 
defect is that it sets forth so lofty a conception of the 
clerical office and of the qualifications necessary for its 
exercise, that it would probably deter many whom we 
could ill spare from entering the ministry. I cannot 
but think that-as every appeal that reaches the con- 
science must be-it was in some sense autobiographical. 
The conclusion to which it forces me is that Dodwell 
declined to be ordained because he could not assure him- 
self that his motive for seeking Orders was absolutely 
pure. The thought that he was in some degree influenced 
by the desire to retain his fellowship would for him have 
made the step impossible. It is said that Jeremy 
"9 Matriculation Book, 1663, 1664. 
40 Brokesby, p. 23. The date is fixed by the Statute which 
required fellows to take Holy Orders within three years of 
becoming Masters. Dodwell was a "probationer" for the M.A. 
degree in May, 1663. 
41 The second of the two letters was written, some years before it 
was published, for John Lesley (Dean of Dromore 1681-1721), son of 
John Lesley, Bishop of Clogher, and brother of the non-juror, 
Charles Lesley (Letter of Dodwell in Hearne, Coll., i. 249). 
Hearne tells us (ib., 210) that the first was addressed to George 
Synge, nephew of Edward Synge, Bishop of Cork. They were 
published in 1672. 
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Taylor'2 offered to procure him a dispensation to hold 
his fellowship as a layman; but he would have none of 
it. He would not create a bad precedent for the College. 
It is worth while to observe that Dodwell continued 
to reside in Trinity, and even to give lectures there, after 
he ceased to be a fellow. Archbishop King tells us that 
he attended his lectures on Logic in 1668, and he men- 
tions conversations which he had with him about Irish 
History." The instruction which he received from 
Dodwell seems indeed to have had much influence on 
King's after life: it accounts for the interest which he 
took in the history of the Irish Church, and it may also 
explain the vigour with which, in spite of his early 
Presbyterian training, he long maintained the doctrine of 
Passive Obedience and the Divine Right of Kings, which 
for Dodwell and his friends was the Doctrine of the 
Cross. Divergent as their paths soon became their 
friendship lasted as long as they both lived." 
Two books which Dodwell published in Dublin at this 
period, and to which I have already referred-his Pro- 
legornena to Stearne's posthumous work, De Obstinatione, 
and his Letters of Advice-give evidence of erudition 
which is astonishing in a man of thirty years of age. 
Through them he seems to have acquired a considerable 
reputation for scholarship in England. The immediate 
result was three letters of not very friendly criticism from 
the famous divine, Richard Baxter. Dodwell's replies, 
42a So Brokesby. Hearne (iii. 257) says the Provost and Fellows. 
Taylor would hardly have made the offer without consulting 
them. 
' Autobiography in English Historical Review, xiii. (1898), p. 311, 
and a letter of 8 May, 1722, quoted in Mant, Hist., ii. 387 f. 
Hearne (Reliquiae, 5 June, 1729) says that Dodwell taught King 
Greek. 
"I have no doubt that King was the person in high station in 
the Church of Ireland whom he had helped in his studies in 
Trinity College, and who corresponded with him shortly before 
his death. Brokesby, p. 22. But see G. T. Stokes, W orthies of 
the Irish Church, p. 172. 
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written in 1673, were dated from Trinity College, near 
Dublin, and thus prove that in the middle of that year 
he was still living.in the College. They were published 
some years later." They give us a pleasing impression 
of his methods as a controversialist. His courtesy and 
tolerance, and his genuine admiration for the devotional 
writings of his opponent are alike conspicuous. I 
may venture to quote one sentence: 
"I could very heartily have wished that the opinions wherein 
we differ had not been of that nature as to separate communion. 
For this I look upon as the only circumstance which can make 
such differences grievous to a pious person." 
In 1674," after nearly twenty years of almost47 con- 
tinuous residence in Trinity College, Henry Dodwell 
left Ireland, intending, as it seems, to be absent but a 
short time." As it turned out England was to be his 
home for the rest of his life. 
W'e now enter upon a space of thirteen years, the events 
of which cannot be related in detail. Two things we 
can assert with confidence. All this time Dodwell's 
literary fame was rapidly increasing; and throughout 
the whole period he was leading, in the most literal sense, 
the life of a tramp. London, Salisbury, Oxford, Maiden- 
head, St. Asaph's, Chester, Shropshire-these are some 
of the places which he visited more or less often, and at 
which he stayed for a longer or shorter time. And as he 
51In 1681, as an appendix to his Reply to Mr. Baxter's Pretendcd 
Confutation of his Book of Schism. The second letter is dated 
26 June, 1673. Dodwell dated a letter from Trinity College 14 
March, 1671-2 (Athenae Oxonienses, ed. Bliss, iv. 710). 
46Brokesby's date; confirmed by the fact that he published in 
London Some Considerations of Present Concernment (1675). It 
was while he was engaged upon this work that he made the 
acquaintance of Bishop Lloyd (Brokesby, p. 39). 
47He had already visited Oxford, and there met ur. nicKeb, 
the future Non-juror. Brokesby, p. 38. 
'1An inference from the fact that he lett his papers (inciuarng 
Baxter's letters) behind him. In z68I he was apparently in 
correspondence with a person in whose charge he had placed 
them. Reply, p. ii. 
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journeyed from one to another he always walked. For 
he avoided stage-coaches: and from his own point of 
view he was right. He did not enjoy the society of his 
fellow-men, unless they happened to be scholars. And 
probably the company of the average man was least plea- 
sant when he was at close quarters, for hours at a time, 
in the inside of a coach. Besides, Dodwell liked to study 
when on a journey; and study in a stage-coach was 
impracticable. So he went on foot. He provided him- 
self with books of such a size that he could carry them 
in his pockets. Among others, we are told, he kept for 
this purpose the Hebrew Scriptures in four volumes, the 
Imitatio Christi and St. Augustine's Meditations.49 
When he arrived in England he at once went to 
London. This was, perhaps, the memorable occasion, 
preserved in family tradition, when he walked from Holy- 
head to London, his pockets and his bosom stuffed with 
books, reading every step of the way.50 But in London 
he did not stay long. William Lloyd, afterward famous 
as one of the seven bishops who defied the authority of 
James II., brought him to Salisbury, and the two worked 
together there at manuscripts. When Lloyd became 
Bishop of St. Asaph's he was again with him, accom- 
panying him on his visitation tours, and it is said, some- 
times writing his sermons for him." In the intervals 
of his visits to St. Asaph's he enjoyed the society of 
John Fell, Bishop of Oxford, who was then at work 
upon the great Oxford edition of St. Cyprian.5 To it 
Dodwell contributed an appendix. And at Fell's desire 
he wrote his Dissertationes Cyprianicae, published, with a 
4 Brokesby, p. 523. 
50Journal of Kildare Archaeological Society, v. 259. 
5"Hearne, Collections, i. 207. Dodwell also accompanied Lloyd 
to Holland, when (November, 1677) the latter was appointed 
chaplain to the Princess Mary of Orange, and probably there 
became known to some of the foreign scholars who were after- 
wards among his correspondents. 
"It appeared in 1682. 
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dedication to the Bishop, in 1684. To Bishop Fell's 
suggestion we are also indebted for the incomplete volume 
of Dissertations on Irenaeus, published in 1689, but 
written some years earlier." During this period Dodwell 
also stayed occasionally at Chester, probably as the guest 
of Bishop Pearson, with whom he was on terms of affec- 
tionate intimacy. In i686 he prepared for the press, 
with important additions of his own, Pearson's treatise 
on the Succession of the Early Bishops of Rome." These 
works, written during the years of his vagrancy, are 
Dodwell's most important contributions to the study of 
Ecclesiastical History. And they are still valuable to 
those who have the patience to read their ill-arranged 
pages. 
Some years earlier he had produced the treatise which 
elicited a eulogy from no less a person than Edward 
Gibbon. " Dodwell's learning," he writes, " was 
immense. In this part of history especially (that of the 
upper Empire) the most minute fact or passage could not 
escape him; and his skill in employing them is equal to 
his learning." " 
Henry Dodwell was now at the zenith of his fame. 
And at Oxford, especially, his reputation must have been 
high. His work on St. Cyprian had been published 
there, and his two patrons, Fell and Lloyd-the former 
now dead-were Oxford men of the first rank. Never- 
theless his election to an Oxford chair was an honour 
that he was far from expecting. He was in Shropshire 
when the news reached him, in the spring of 1688, that 
he had been appointed Camden Professor of History. 
He had not even made personal application for the post. 
He did not hold the chair long. But the appointment 
came at an opportune moment. For the very next year 
the loyalty of his ancestors was rewarded in the fashion 
53 See the Addenda, on p. 73. 
54Published I688. Imprimatur dated 9 Sept., 1686. 
55 Entraits raisonn4es de mes lectures, quoted in Dict. of Nat. 
Biog., xv. I8o. 
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to which supporters of the Stuarts had become accus- 
tomed: his name was included in the Irish Act of 
Attainder, and his estate was confiscated by James II. 
Had it not been for the income attached to his chair 
he would once more have been reduced to penury." 
Meanwhile, out of his first year's salary, he sent a dona- 
tion towards the new buildings of his Alma Mater.5 
The work of the Camden Professor in those days was 
done in leisurely fashion. Dodwell lectured during term 
about once a week (sometimes less often), usually on 
Friday. But it is fair to add that his prelections, if not 
very frequent, were written in Latin, and must have 
occupied at least two hours each in delivery. He read 
his inaugural address in May, 1688, and then he had the 
Long Vacation to consider the course that was to follow. 
In October he began a set of eight introductory lectures on 
the Historia Augusta, and on the last lecture day of the 
term he settled down to his proper subject-the Emperor 
Hadrian. He delivered four lectures more before the 
vacation. After this he rested for a year and a half, and 
on 12th December, 1690, he began again at the point 
where he had stopped on ioth May, 1689. He wrote in 
all nineteen lectures on Hadrian, the last of which was 
to have been given on 27th November, 1691, and ended 
56See the list of the attainted in Harris, King William, App., 
p. li., and cp. Rokesby, p. 541. Hearne (quoted ib., 546) speaks 
of the "narrowness " of Dodwell's fortune. But he was able, by 
his will, to secure to his wife her legal dower from his lands, 
and to leave her personal property in addition. His eldest son, 
Henry, inherited the remainder of his real estate, charged, how- 
ever, with b2,00ooo to be divided among his other children, and 
to be raised out of his Sligo estate alone. This capital sum, 
according to his own computation, represented an income of 
e16o a year; and it is not likely that the provision which he 
made for his wife and his heir was of less amount. Apart from 
the income which came from his estate, he made some money 
by his writings, which he used for charitable purposes (Brokesby, 
p. 526). 
s Stubbs, History of the University of Dublin, p. 337. The 
amount was iao, a considerable sum at that time. 
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with a promise of more to come." If the complete course 
had been read it might have lasted as long as the reign 
of the Emperor on whom he discoursed. But it was not 
to be. The sixteenth prelection had been delivered, to 
what must surely have been a weary audience, when the 
blow fell. The Professor was required to take the oath 
of allegiance to William and Mary, and, true to his 
Jacobite principles, he refused. An acute lawyer in- 
formed him that as he was technically not a professor, 
but a praelector, the Act of Allegiance did not apply to 
him. But he was not the man to take refuge in an 
evasion. He was at once inhibited, and subsequently 
deprived of his chair. With the certificate of deprivation, 
signed by Jonathan Edwards, in his pocket he left 
Oxford. 
The departure of Dodwell from Oxford was the begin- 
ning of that portion of his career which is best known 
to the general reader. For the Non-juring Schism had 
just come into being, and he threw himself heart and soul 
into the cause of the Non-jurors. He became their 
literary spokesman, and in a certain sense, layman 
though he was, their leader. For he was far the most 
learned of a singularly learned body of men. 
It is not my purpose now to describe in detail the 
history of that movement, or the part which Dodwell took 
in it. But it may be well to recall the principles that 
were at stake in; the really momentous controversy 
in which he now engaged. As all know, certain 
bishops had been deprived by the Revolution govern- 
ment for declining to take the oath of allegiance to 
William and Mary, and after an interval others were 
appointed to take their place. The Non-jurors-to use 
the somewhat misleading name by which they are known 
-separated from the rest of the Church of England in 
protest against this act. But let us remember that in 
u The Praelectiones Camdenianae were published at Oxford in 
1692. The date of delivery stands at the head of each lecture. 
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so doing they passed no judgement on the action of the 
deprived bishops: neither did they declare themselves for 
or against the claim of the new sovereigns to the throne. 
Their position was this. Whether the bishops had done 
right or wrong in refusing the oath the State had no 
power to deprive them. They had received their 
authority from the Church, and only by the sentence 
of their fellow-bishops could it be withdrawn. They were 
still, therefore, the rightful bishops of their several 
dioceses; and the bishops who were consecrated in their 
room were mere intruders, schismatics. Moreover, the 
bishops who communicated with them were, in the phrase 
of Dodwell, schismatics " by contagion." On that prin- 
ciple the whole English episcopate, with the exception 
of those who had been deprived, were held to be in 
schism. The deprived members of the order were in 
fact the only valid bishops in England. The conclusion 
may seem to most of us extravagant. But the point 
is that it was reached by an argument which in its 
essence had nothing to do with politics." It might 
have been assented to, and probably was, by many who 
would have made not the least difficulty in swearing 
allegiance to the de facto King and Queen. The 
Non-juring secession was a protest against Erastianism, 
against a deliberate and successful attempt to introduce 
politics into the sphere of religion. It was an emphatic 
assertion of the spiritual authority of the Church. Further, 
granting this fundamental premise, that the Church has 
authority in the spiritual sphere which is independent of 
the State, the argument of the Non-jurors cannot easily 
be overthrown. The crime of Dodwell and his friends 
was that they were in advance of their time. Their true 
successors were the Tractarians of the last century: and 
"9Dodwell went to Church even after the Bishops had been 
deprived, though he refrained from saying Amen after the "State 
Prayers." So unfair is the remark of Dr. W. H. Hutton (The 
English Church from Charles I. to Anne, p. 245) that he "could 
not separate his politics from his religion." 
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the principle for which they contended is accepted now 
by a majority of the most honoured of Anglican theolo- 
gians. Dodwell's contemporaries may have treated with 
scorn the assertion that a bishop can only be deprived 
by his com-provincial bishops. But when Mr. C. H. 
Turner maintained the same thesis in a volume pub- 
lished last year"r there were few protests. It is more 
than doubtful where any government would now 
venture to oust a bishop for such an offence as that 
which was committed by Sancroft and Ken in i69o. 
If Dodwell was one of the leaders of the Non-jurors in 
the inception of the movement he took also an honourable 
part in bringing the schism to an end. In the opening 
years of the eighteenth century some of the moderate 
Non-jurors raised the question, what would be the posi- 
tion of the body when the sees of all the deprived bishops 
were rendered canonically vacant by their death or resig- 
nation." There were then in fact only three of them 
alive.' The discussions were complicated by the fact 
that the Non-juring bishops had consecrated fresh 
bishops as a means of continuing the succession. Never- 
theless, a general agreement seems to have been arrived 
at. In I705 the time seemed opportune to make a public 
pronouncement. Dodwell, accordingly, published a 
treatise entitled A Case in View. He argued that the 
death of the last of the " deprived Fathers " would end 
the schism. Five years later, by the death of Bishop 
Lloyd, of Norwich, Thomas Ken was left the only sur- 
vivor of the original seven, and he formally resigned the 
see of Bath and Wells in favour of Hooper, to whom, 
in fact, he had long ago " ceded " it. Dodwell at once 
penned another book, The Case in View, now in Fact. 
A large part of his reasoning is tiresome enough to a 
modern reader-as might be expected in a work two cen- 
10C. H. Turner, Studies in Early Church History, 1912, Essay iii. 
a See Ken's letters to Hickes, 7 March, 1700-I, and to Dodwell, 
zo December, x7or, in Plumptre's Life of Ken, ii. io8, I13. 
a Llovd, Ken and Frampton. 
This content downloaded from 62.122.79.22 on Tue, 17 Jun 2014 15:03:21 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions
HENRY DODWELL. 245 
turies old dealing with an ecclesiastical question of the 
day. But its main drift is perfectly clear. It was a 
simple fact that there was now no see in England for 
which there were rival claimants. There was therefore 
no setting up of altar against altar, and no schism. The 
intruded bishops had ipso facto become the bishops de jure 
of the English Church. Non-jurors, without abandon- 
ing principle, could worship once more in their parish 
churches.' 
All, of course, were not convinced. But the death- 
blow had been dealt to the schism, and the Non-jurors who 
for many years to come remained aloof can only be 
described as a constantly diminishing, and constantly 
warring, congeries of sects, till they were at last absorbed 
into the Church of England. 
For twenty years, since he was deprived of the Camden 
Professorship, Dodwell had worked with untiring energy. 
Almost every year had seen the issue from the press of 
some treatise from his pen; in many years he published 
more than one. The titles of forty-two works written in 
that period (including some published after his death) 
are given in Harris's list." Many of them had to do 
with the Non-jurist controversy, but not a few were 
concerned with matters of pure scholarship. The rapidity 
with which he wrote, and the immense learning which 
he displayed, are alike amazing. 
But we turn from these things. For in those last 
years of his life, if there are fewer incidents to record, 
there is more to be learnt of his private life, of the man 
himself, than in any previous period. And of that it 
behoves us to know as much as we may. 
From Oxford Dodwell retired to the village of Cook- 
ham, in Berkshire, where he lodged in the house of one 
63Dodwell and Cherry attended their parish church for the first 
time since the schism began on the first Sunday in Lent (26 
February), 1710. The bells of the church rang in honour of their 
return. See Dodwell's letter in N. Marshall, A Defence of our 
Constitution, App., p. xiii. ; Hearne, Coll., ii. 351. 
"Ware-Harris, Writers of Ireland, p. 264 ff. 
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Elliott, a butcher. He was in the habit of walking 
occasionally to Maidenhead, some three miles away, to 
ascertain what books were being published. There he 
made the acquaintance of a young man, about twenty-five 
years his junior," who lived at Shottesbrooke, and who 
resorted to Maidenhead for a similar purpose. With 
him he contracted the most intimate friendship of his life. 
Like Dodwell, Francis Cherry was a Non-juror: he was 
also an Oxford man, and given to scholarly pursuits. They 
had, therefore, much in common. The walk to Maiden- 
head soon became daily for both of them. But Cherry 
finding the tramp of eight miles a day too great a burden, 
especially in winter, persuaded his friend to come to 
Shottesbrooke; and there he provided for him a house 
near his own. At Shottesbrooke Dodwell passed the 
remainder of his days. 
A curious picture these two men must have presented 
as they rambled together along the country roads, eagerly 
debating some problem of archaeology or theology. The 
one, a popular young squire, a bold rider and an elegant 
dancer, but fresh from the schools and spending his 
money on manuscripts and coins, tall and somewhat 
lanky, but withal of frank and kindly look, and remark- 
ably handsome. The other, an elderly man, who knew 
no amusement except learned talk, short in stature, fair, 
and ruddy in face, with keen eyes and pleasant mouth, 
by no means handsome, but abounding in health and 
vigour, his pockets bulging out with books." A greater 
contrast could scarcely be imagined. Perhaps the very 
contrast between them, combined with the large fund 
of common interest which they shared, w~s the secret 
of this romantic friendship. They prayed together, 
read together," and no doubt argued together, for twenty 
years, and together they rest in Shottesbrooke Church. 
6 He died 25 Sept., 1713, aged 48. Brokesby, p. 304; Reliquiae 
Hearnianae, 24 Sept., 1713. 
" Hearne, Collections, iii. i76, 179; Brokesby, p. 546; Dict. of 
Nat. Biog., x. 19I. There are portraits in the Bodleian Library. 
' Hearne, ii. 73. 
This content downloaded from 62.122.79.22 on Tue, 17 Jun 2014 15:03:21 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions
HENRY DODWELL. 247 
Less romantic I than his friendship for Cherry was 
Dodwell's marriage. In his fifty-third year he took as 
his wife Anne Elliott, a young woman of twenty-five," 
the daughter of his former host. He had first met her 
on the occasion of some previous visit to Cookham, while 
she was still a child, and had given her religious instruc- 
tion. In due time a large family grew up round him, 
and the management of his household reminds one of 
the " monastery " at Little Gidding. The chaplain, whom 
he shared with Cherry, read the Offices morning and 
evening; and Dodwell never failed to attend them unless 
he was on a journey, when he said them by himself. 
Each day closed with family prayer and the singing of 
a Psalm at bed-time. And his religious observances 
did not end with the Church services. In his student 
days he was noted for frugality: in later years he was an 
ascetic. He never drank wine. He kept three fasts each 
week-on Wednesday, Friday and Saturday. On those 
days he ate no flesh, and his only meal was at 7 o'clock 
in the evening. His observance of Lent was very strict. 
During the whole season he abstained from meat, and 
every week-day was a fast. It is no wonder that his 
temper sometimes gave way under such a strain. Only 
a marvellous constitution-it is said that he had never 
suffered even from head-ache-could have enabled him 
to survive to old age. 
Dodwell is reported on all hands to have been remark- 
able for his humility 70; and we may well believe the state- 
I He married "that he might have children of his own to inherit 
his estate; in that one or more of the Dodwells, his kinsmen, 
whom he designed to be his heirs, were snatched away by death." 
Brokesby, p. 306. This, however, is inconsistent with Pole 
Cosby's statement that he intended to leave his property to his 
cousin Henry, who died 22 years after the marriage. 
O She died, according to the inscription on her tombstone at 
Shottesbrooke, on 27 April, 1750, aged 81. The marriage took 
place on 24 June, 1694. 
0OThis trait is mentioned in almost all the accounts of him. 
Even Burnet, in the letter quoted below, allows him to have 
been "humble in intention." 
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ment. For his controversial treatises, so far as I have 
dipped into them, exhibit no arrogance or personal 
rancour: they are models of what polemical writing 
should be. But, on the other hand, he was one who 
studied books, not men, and, in consequence, he was 
occasionally betrayed into a want of tact, which made 
his humility difficult to perceive.71 He could never 
understand that it was not always wise to say exactly 
what he thought. When he was doubtful of Bishop 
Ken's loyalty to the cause of the Non-jurors, he wrote 
him a letter of remonstrance. It is lost. But Ken's 
reply shows that it was outspoken enough to stir up 
anger in the breast of the most saintly of men." A 
similar epistle to Bishop Frampton earned him the 
epithet, which he hardly deserved, of "the great lay 
dictator."73 
But the crowning example of Dodwell's want of tact 
belongs to the last year of his life. When he returned 
to the communion of the erstwhile " schismatic " bishops 
he had the ill-luck to find himself under the jurisdiction 
of Gilbert Burnet, whom the Non-jurors regarded as the 
most unorthodox of them all. He wished to have some 
of his children confirmed, and he wrote to the Bishop 
asking him to make arrangements for performing the 
rite. But he could not forego the opportunity of " deal- 
ing plainly" with him. By way of preface to his 
request he assured Burnet that though he was thankful 
to be able to acknowledge him as true bishop of Sarum, 
he still held the opinion that he was a heretic. If his 
earlier letter nettled Ken, this one lashed Burnet into 
fury. In his answer he did not mince matters. " I 
know no man," he writes, " has laid more in the way 
of the little ones or weaker Christians than you have 
done . . . I do assure you I would rather wish 
It must also be admitted that he liked to be consulted as an 
oracle, and did not at all like to be contradicted. See Autobio- 
graphy of E. Calamy, ed. J. T. Rutt, 1829, p. 282 f. 
r'Plumptre, Life of Ken, ii. 41 (14 May, 1689). 
"Life of Frampton, ed. Simpson Evans, p. 203. 
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that I could neither read nor write than to have read or 
writ to such purposes as you have been pursuing now 
above thirty years. You seem to love novelties and 
paradoxes and to employ your learning to support them. 
. ... 
That you are one of the most self-conceited 
men of the age is too visible." 
The tone of Dodwell's reply is his best defence against 
such charges. He withdraws nothing, but he is calm, 
dignified and conciliatory, and as a peace offering he 
sends the Bishop a copy of his book on The Use of 
Incense, which had appeared a few days before he wrote. 
In a second letter Burnet is most gracious; and, if he 
does not apologize, he expresses high admiration for 
the learning and goodness of his plain-spoken corres- 
pondent.7- 
At Shottesbrooke Dodwell continued his old habit of 
travelling on foot. But his wanderings seldom extended 
beyond Oxford or London, to which he paid annual 
visits. His last long walk cost him his life. Early in 
February, 1710, he went to London on a mission con- 
nected with the healing of the schism.7' He usually 
covered the 25 miles from Shottesbrooke to London in 
a day. But that winter afternoon darkness overtook 
him when he had only reached Hounslow Heath. In 
fear of missing his way he kept to the horse track across 
the heath. The track was a morass, and he had to walk 
a mile, with water up to his ankles, before he reached 
the nearest inn. Regardless, as he always was, of his 
health," he did not at once go to bed; and the next morn- 
71The correspondence was published by Robert Nelson in 1713. 
The first of the four letters is dated xo Feb., 17i0-11, the last 
24 April, 1711. 
7 The date and purpose of the journey are determined by a 
letter of Robert Nelson (21 Feb., I7Og9-o) which states that he 
had an interview with Dodwell and Cherry "in town" on the 
previous Sunday week (12 February), at which the proposals for 
peace were discussed. N. Marshall, A Defence of our Constitu- 
tion, App., p. xv. 
7 Hearne, Coll., iii. 176. 
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ing he put on his clothes-his shoes and stockings as 
wet as when he took them off-and started on the last 
ten miles of the way. It is no wonder that an illness 
followed, from which he never recovered. He survived 
his rashness more than a year. On Trinity Sunday, 20oth 
May, 171, he received the Holy Communion for the 
last time. On 6th June he was present, as usual, 
though no longer able to kneel, at Evening Prayer, and 
at his own request his chaplain gave him Absolution. 
He then walked, but with difficulty, to his room. That 
night was the first that he passed without sleep during 
his illness. At dawn the next morning, after answering 
Amen to the Commendatory Prayer, he entered into rest. 
A great man passed beyond the veil that summer 
morning. Dodwell has always been regarded, and 
justly, as an eccentric. But the eccentricities which 
most attracted the notice of his contemporaries were 
aberrations from current theological opinion. Such 
eccentricities we easily forgive: they cannot be avoided by 
men who think freely. And it is not untrue to say that 
the views maintained by Dodwell, which at the moment 
appeared most startling, are accepted by many sober 
theologians of the present day. We may regret his 
extravagances, his ignorance of the world and of men, 
his brusqueries,his occasional failures of temper in his 
own home. But he had qualities which cannot fail to win 
our admiration. He was a student of untiring industry, 
a scholar of amazing erudition, a humble and sincere 
searcher for truth. He was a man of tenderly sensitive 
conscience, who readily endured loss rather than sacrifice 
principle. He was a man of intense piety, of large 
charity, of abounding liberality.tm Religion ruled his 
n Hearne, Coll., iii., 178. 
Brokesby, p. 525, where an instance will be found of the 
sensitiveness of his conscience. Part of his income consisted 
of impropriate tithes. These he would not spend upon himself: 
he divided them between four widows, an orphan and some of 
his poor relatives. 
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life. As we look back upon his strange and chequered 
career we are impressed not less with his nobility of 
character than with his eminence as a man of letters. 
With lawful pride we keep his memory today as one of 
ourselves. 
H. J. LAWLOR. 
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